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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office action is responsive to communications filed 12 December 2003. 

2. Claims 1 -50 are currently pending and have beeii examined. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 35 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The claims are rejected for reciting the limitation "analyzing the object to evaluate the 
component's compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act." However, the Examiner finds 
the use of such language in a claim inherendy indefinite, as the ADA, originally signed into law in 
1990, is susceptible to legislative amendnients and as such, the context of what is ADA compliant 
can change over time. Fxirthermore, there is no reference in the claims as to how the components 
necessarily comply with the requirements of the ADA or what would necessarily meet the 
compliance reqviirement. Accordingly, reference to the act in general is indefinite, and furthermore, 
the scope of the claim cannot be reasonably ascertained as the claims do not define what would 
necessarily be compliant with ADA requirements. 

5- Claims 47-50 are rejected for failing to cure the deficiency of the independent claim from 
which they depend. 



Clsdm Rejections - 35 USC§ 101 

6. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as foUows: 
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Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any 
new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of 
this tide. 

7. Claims 44, 46 and 48-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because die claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

8. ' The invention as disclosed in claims 44, 46 and 48-50 is directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. The claimed invention as a whole must accomplish a practical application. That is, it must 
produce a "useful, concrete and tangible result." (State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature 
Financial Group Inc., 149 F.3d at 1373, 47 USPQ2d at 1601-02.) 

9. Claim 44 is directed to a data structured that can be used to test a software program. Data 
structures not claimed as embodied in computer-readable media are descriptive material per se and 
are not statutory because they are not capable of causing functional change in the computer. See, 
e.g.. In re Warmerdam, 33 F.3d 1354, 1361, 31 USPQ2d 1754, 1760 (claim to a data structure per se 
held nonstatutory). Such claimed data structures do not define any structural and functional 
interrelationships between the data structure and other claimed aspects of the invention which 
permit the data structure's functionality to be realized. In contrast, a claimed computer-readable 
medium encoded with a data structure defines structural and functional interrelationships between 
the data structure and the computer software and hardware components which pennit the data 
structure's functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory. 

10. Claim 46 is directed to a method of determining a software program's compliance, however, 
the claim does impart any functional or tangible final result of said determination. Consequendy, 
the claims are non-functional descriptive material which merely represent an abstract idea or 
concept, and do not impart a certain level of "real world" value or practical application for the 
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claimed invention. Where the result is what has been determined, calculated, selected, decided, etc. 
without using what has been determined, calculated, selected, decided, etc. in a disclosed practical 
application or at least making what has been determined, calculated, selected, decided, etc. available 
for use through some form of conveyance, the Office position is that a tangible result has not been 
achieved which enables any usefulness of having done the step to be realized. 

1 1 . Claims 48-50 are rejected for failing to cme the deficiency of the independent claim 
from which they depend. 

Claim Rejections ' 35 use § 102 

12. The following.is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented, or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in 
this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

13. Claims 1-18, 20-34 and 36-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
U.S. Patent 5,475,843 to Halviatti et al. ("Halviatti'O. 

Per claims 1, 20-22, 24, 28-31, 38, 39, 44 and 45: 

Halviatti discloses: 

determining a cursor position ("determine if the mouse cursor is entering the active 
window. . in col. 13 Une 32) 

ascertaining an accessibility context associated with the cursor position, identifying a 
component by reference to the accessibility context ("that button may be registered with the 
Message Engine. . .Events associated with that button. . .are then trapped for processing. . .a 
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link is established to an individual resource or control. . .the system traps various events 
which are relevant to the established links. . in col. 10 lines 55-67. The Examiner interprets 
"accessibility context" to be the association between the object and the registration with its 
resource or control.) 

searching a component hierarchy for an object having an accessibility context matching the 
component's accessibility context ("Eventlnfo class hierarchy. . in col. 12 lines 63-64. 
Further, "examines the Eventlnfo object and attempts to match it with a registered window 
link." in col. 17 lines 37-39) 

replaying an event by calling a program method defined by an accessibility role for the object 
("a sequence of events can be recorded... for later replay." in col. 18 lines 38-40) 
substantially as claimed. 

Per claims 2-4 and 36: 

Halviatti further discloses a set of properties as claimed (Note col. 19 lines 10-11). 
Per claims 5, 6, 8-11 and 40-42: 

Halviatti further discloses a trigger as claimed (Note col. 18 lines 7-14. Further, note col. 6 lines 20- 
33, which discloses the various window events, and note Appendix A.) 

Per claims 7, 12 and 43: 

Note the rejection regarding claim 1. Replaying a sequence of events would require executing a 
second time. Further, the display device is used to view the event. 
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Per claims 13-18 and 37: 

Note the rejection regarding claim 1 . Further, the script record can be modified to change the 
established link. Note coL 9 lines 46-65. 

Per claim 23: 

Note col. 6 lines 20-33. 

Per claim 25: 

Halviatti further discloses actions consisting of selecting and deselecting a component as claimed 
("whether the checkbox instance is 'checked' or 'unchecked'. . in col. 34 lines 1-2.) 

Per claims 26 and 27: 

Halviatti discloses text components and performing actions on text components as claimed 
("displaying and manipulating screen objects, such as. . .text object. . in col. 6 lines 15-16. 

Per claim 32: 

Halviatti further discloses wriing a result of the event to a file ("logged in the log file." in col. 37 line 
20). 



Per claims 33 and 34: 

Halviatti further discloses evaluating the result of the events as claimed ("results generated may be 
observed for error." in col. 22 lines 34-35). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
.skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

15. Claims 19, 35 and 46-50 are rejected xinder 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Halviatti. 

Pet claim 19: 

Halviatti does not explicidy disclose writing the record to an XML file. Official Notice is taken that 
at the time the invention was made, XML was a well established standard and that it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize an XML file for recording purposes, as this 
would enable easy processing, parsing, and sharing of information concerning the system. 

Per claims 35, 46, 47, 49 and 50: 

Note the rejection regarding claim 1. Halviatti does not explicidy disclose the Americans with 
Disabilities Act, however. Official Notice is taken that at the time the invention was made, ADA and 
Section 508 requirements were fiilly in place for employer software systems, and accordingly, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to check complainace of a software 
system with federal laws such as ADA to ensure compliance. 



Per claim 48: 
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Note the rejection regarding claim 2. 



Conclusion 



16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 



disclosxire. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 



should be directed to Trenton J. Roche whose telephone number is (571) 272-3733. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9:00 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Meng-Ai An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 



applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner 
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